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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of the above-referenced application are respectfully 
requested. 

I. STATUS OF THE CLAIMS 

Claim 1 1 is cancelled herein without prejudice or disclaimer. 

Claims 1 , 2, 6, 10 and 12 are amended herein, and claims 11-15 are "objected to." 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1-10 and 12-16 are currently 
pending and under consideration in the present application. 

II. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1, 6 AND 7 UNDER 35 U.S.C. §102(B) AS BEING 
ANTICIPATED BY HUCK (USP# 3,154,004) 

The present invention as recited in claim 1 (as amended herein), relates to a cooking 
apparatus comprising at least one heat reflecting unit, which comprises a plurality of reflecting 
plates provided "under a center portion of the grill unit." 

Huck discloses an oven toaster, which includes heating elements 70 and 71, a rack 40, 
and radiant heat reflectors 78 to reflect heat generated by the heating elements 70 and 71 . 

Huck, however, fails to disclose that the heat reflectors 78 are positioned under a center 
portion of the rack 40, like the claimed heat reflecting unit which is positioned under a center 
portion of the grill unit. The heat reflectors 78 of Huck are positioned outside of a center region 
of the rack 40. Thus, the oven toaster of Huck does not achieve the advantages of cooking food 
like the claimed cooking apparatus of the present invention. Therefore, Huck does not disclose 
the features recited in claim 1 of the present invention. 

Similar to claim 1, claim 6 (as amended herein) relates to a cooking apparatus, which 
comprises a heat reflecting unit having "a pair of reflecting plates" to receive the heat transferred 
from the heating units and to reflect the heat toward the grill pipes, which distinguishes over the 
cited prior art. 

Claim 7 depends from claim 6. For at least the reasons that claim 6 distinguishes over 
the cited prior art, it is respectfully submitted that claim 7 also distinguishes over the cited prior 
art. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully requested that the rejection is overcome. 
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III. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1, 5, 6, 8 AND 16 UNDER 35 U.S.C. §102(B) AS BEING 
ANTICIPATED BY DE MOTT (USP# 3,152,242) 

The present invention as recited in claim 1 (as amended herein), relates to a cooking 
apparatus ''at least one heat reflecting unit having at least one plate and arranged toward the at 
least one heating unit below the opening of the body... wherein the at least on heating reflecting 
unit comprises a plurality of reflecting plates provided above the at least one plate and under a 
center portion of the grill unit." 

De Mott discloses a cooking appliance, which includes a heater 32, a rack 24, and 
reflecting units 38, 40, and 46. 

However, De Mott does not disclose that the cooking appliance includes a plurality of 
reflecting plates provided above a plate and under a center portion of the rack 24, like the 
claimed cooking apparatus recited in claim 1 . 

Similar to claim 1, claim 6 (as amended herein) recites "a heat reflecting unit provided 
with a bottom plate... wherein the heat reflecting unit comprises a pair of reflecting plates 
provided above the bottom plate to receive the heat transferred from the heating units and to 
reflect the heat toward the grill pipes." Therefore, De Mott fails to disclose or suggest the 
features recited in claims 1 and 6 of the present invention. 

Claim 5, and claims 8 and 16 depend from claims 1 and 6, respectively. For at least the 
reason that claims 1 and 6 distinguish over the cited prior art, it is respectfully submitted that 
claims 5, 8 and 16 also distinguish over the cited prior art. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection is overcome. 

IV. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 2-4, 9 AND 10 UNDER 35 U.S.C. §1 03(A) AS BEING 
UNPATENTABLE OVER HUCK IN VIEW OF HENNICK 

The comments in sections II and III above, also apply here because claims 2-4 and 
claims 9 and 10 depend from claims 1 and 6, respectively. For at the reason that claims 1 and 6 
distinguish over the cited prior art, it is respectfully submitted that claims 2-4, 9 and 10 also 
distinguish over the cited prior art. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection is overcome. 

V. ALLOWABLE SUBJECT MATTER 

In item 6, on page 4 of the Office Action, claims 11-15 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
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including all of the limitations of the base claim. 

Claim 1 1 is cancelled herein without prejudice or disclaimer. Claim 6 is amended herein 
to incorporate the allowable subject matter defined in claim 1 1 . Claim 1 is also amended herein 
and recites allowable subject matter defined in claim 1 1 . 

It is submitted, therefore, that all of claims 1-10 and 12-16 patentably distinguish over the 
prior art. 

VI. CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that each 
of the claims patentably distinguishes over the prior art, and therefore defines allowable subject 
matter. A prompt and favorable reconsideration of the rejection along with an indication of 
allowability of all pending claims are therefore respectfully requested. 

If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 



Respectfully submitted, 



STAAS & HALSEY LLP 





Derrick L. Fields 
Registration No. 50,133 



1201 New York Avenue, NW, Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 



8 



